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EXAMINATION 


O F THE 
REMARKS, Sc. 


$2 O little Good I am ſenſible can 
WW 7oibly ariſe from Controverſies 
which are merely perſonal, and 
the Effects of them are frequently 
& {0 evil and miſchievous, that I 
have always diſliked, and upon every Occa- 
ſion expreſſed my Averſion to them. There- 
fore, as I did not enter into the Debate with 
the Author of the Trial under that View, nor 
deſign to manage it in that Way; ſo, for this 
very Reaſon that the Remarks on the Account, 
&c. appear to me to be drawn up, for ihe 
moſt part, in this Manner, and the Author 
ſeems to have nothing ſo much in View as to 
cenſure and cavil at me; I ſhould have thought 


my Time capable of being better employed 
Av than 


rare # 


(4): 
than in taking , Notice of this extraordinary 
Performance, had I not looked on my ſelf 
concerned to vindicate the Account in ſome 
Matters which the Remarker has either falſely, 
or imperfectiy and partially, repreſented, and my 


elf from unjuſt and abuſive Reflections which 


Page 3. 


Page 5, 6. 


he has too liberally beſtowed upon me. And, 

however ſparing this Author is of his Con- 
ceſſions to me, yet in this ſurely I am ſafe, 
and, if ill uſed, may defend myſelf by a Privi- 
lege he will not deny me, becauſe it ſtands 
naturally connected with a Way of reaſoning 
he uſes in the beginning of his Letter; where 
he ſays, I take it to be an Inſtance of a truly 
Chriſtian Spirit, which rejoiceth not in Iniquity, 


—— to do all you can to aſſiſt and defend thoſe 


whom you think to be ill uſed, and undeſervedly 
inſulted. 

THIS Gentleman having ſet down at large 
the. Paragraph which occaſioned the Letters be- 
tween the Author of the Trial and me, as alſo 
the Exception T had made againſt it, viz, that 
it unchurcbes and unchriſtians the Diſſenters in 
the Lump, or allows not their Congregations to 
be Churches of Chriſt, he thus remarks; This 
Repreſentation ſeems to me not only uncandid, but 
unfair and unjuſt, contrary to the plain Senſe and 
Meaning of the Words, as well as to the Mean- 
ing of the Author, . The Words, 1 conceive, 
are not ſo much as capable of the Senſe he puts 
upon them. The Words of the Trial are, the 
Blood of many a Diſſenter in England —— This, 
one would think ſomewhat different from all 


the Di Difeemers in England, Diſſenters in the 
Lump, 


— 
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Law and the F iſenting Congregations, —— 
Here is nothing that looks like ſaying, that the 
Diſſenters in general are not in the Communion of 
ChriſPs Church The Writer of the Trial 
particularly ſpecifies. thoſe Diſſenters bam he in- 
timates (if be intimates any) to be out of the Com- 
munion of ChriſPs Church They are ſuch, 


he ſays, who deſpiſe all religious Order and Go- 


vernment, who diſobey them that have the Rule 
over them, and through a contentious Spirit bring 


among Chriſtians Confuſion and every evil Work. 


This is not only dividing from the Church of Eng- 
land (he ſhould have faid he Church of Chriſt ) 
by a bare Separation, but carries in it the deepeſt 


Maligniiy; moſt unchriſtianly adding Violence in 


pulling down, and, as much as lies in their 
Power, deftroy ying what is eſtabliſhed. What 
Mr M. ſays therefore of the Author of the Trial*s 
inſinuating that the whole Body of the Diſſenters 
are out of the Communion. of Chriſt's Church, 
&c. is a manifeſt Perverſion of the plain Senſe 


aud Meaning of the Words. The Trial ſpeaks of 


ſome particular Perſons only, and clearly de- 
ſcribes the Diſſenters on whom that Cenſure, 
whatever be the Meaning of it, is paſſed; it is 
Mr M. only who applies it to other Diſſenters. 

I HAvE quoted the Remarker's Words very 
carefully, becauſe he has given me ſufficient 
Evidence that he is a Man of quick Reſentment, 
and that I may not be: complained of again, 
for Miſrepreſentation, But what 1s all this 
Show of Reaſoning, but raiſing a Cloud of 
Duſt before the Reader's Eyes to hinder him 
from diſcerning the true State of the Caſe ? 

What 


4 „ 


What Parpoſe © can it anſwer, thus to Hit and 


change Terms, ſometimes uſing the Church of 
England, ſometimes the Church of Chriſt, but 


to impoſe upon the weak and unthinking 
Part of Mankind? Had the Expreſſion as it 
ſtood in the Paragraph been the Communion of 
the Church of England, there had been no 
Room for Miſapprehenſion, no Ground for 
complaining of it as unchurching and unchriftian- 
ing the Diſſenters, But, when the Phraſe there 


is the Church of Chriſt, by what Rules of Ar- 


gumentation is this Remarker warranted to ift 
the Term when he finds it for his purpoſe, 
and put in place of it the Church of England? 
eſpecially as the preſent Inquiry is not ſo much 
about the De/ign of the Author, as the obvious 
Senſe and plain Conſequence of the Words. It 


was evident enough to any Reader, that by 


the Church of Chriſt in the Trial was meant 
preciſely' the Church of England. And the Re- 
marker likewiſe uſes the !wo Expreſſions as if 
they were equivocal, fometimes putting one ef 
them, and ſometimes: the other, for the ſame 


Thing. This is hardly fair, when his Buſineſs 
was to ſhow the plain Senſe and Meaning of the 


Words in the Trial, and that they are not ſo 
much as capable of the Senſe 1 put upon them. 
How juſtly this is ſaid, will, I believe, quick- 
ly appear; and I am not without Hope that 
it will appear, even to the Remarker himſelf, 
that he wrote this before he had well conſidered 

the Matter, 
By this Gentleman's Leave, I will take one 
Ford out of a Paſſage of his before quoted, 
which, 


(7) 

which, I think, ought not to have been there, 
and. ſubſtitute in its Place be Word which 
ſhould have been uſed. This (ſays he, mean- 
ing the deſpiſing religious Order and Govern- 
ment, Sc.) is not only dividing from the Church 
of Chriſt (thus it ſhould have been, though he 
has it he Church of England) by a bare Separa- 
tion, but carries in it the deepeſs Malignity, moſs 
uncbriſtianiy adding Violence in pulling down, 
and, as much as lies in their Power, deſtroying 
what is eſtabliſhed. What does this —— t on- 
ly dividing from the Church of Chriſt by a bare 
Separation, &c. imply, but a Difference be- 
tween the Caſe of thoſe who are in the general, 
or in the Lump, departed from the Church 
of Chriſt, and of ſome among the general 
Body whoſe Departure or Separation is more 
criminal than that of the reſt? And ſince by 

the Church of Chriſt, both in the Trial and in 
the Remarks, is meant the Church of England 
preciſely, in Contradiſtinction to Diſſenters, 
muſt it not follow, not only that many of the 
Diſſenters, even thoſe whoſe Separation carries 
in it the deepeſs Malignity, are out of the Church 
of Chriſt, but all of them, even thoſe who 
have ſeparated from the Church of England, 
without fuch Circumſtances of Malignity? 

Is a Writer of the Church of Rome had penned 
ſuch an Expreſſion as this; No Doubt the Blood 
of many an Epiſcopal Proteſtant in England 
runs chill at the Thought of returning into the 
Communion of Chriſt's Church (meaning the 
Church of Rome) though the Spirit of God moſt 
ſolemnly adjure them ſo to do; according to the 

Rules 
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Rules of juſt Mesto no one indeed could 


have interpreted his Words that every Epiſ- 
copalian in England thought with Averſion of 


returning into the Romiſ Communion, whieh 
with him is the Church of Chriſt, but every 


one would have looked upon it as an Inſinua- 
tion that all Epiſcopal Proteſtants, one as well 
as another, were, as ſuch, out of the Com- 
munion of Chriſfs Church; and that the only 


Difference between them was this, that ſome 


were more inflexible in their Separation, and 
had a greater Abhorrence of the Thought o re- 
turning, than others. 

Bur, ſays the Remarker, tbe Trial. ſpecifies 
thoſe Diſſenters whom it intimates (if it intimates 


any) to be out of the Communion of the Church of 


Chriſt, even ſuch who deſpiſe all religious Order 
and Government, &c. But, if only Deſpiſers 
are ont of the Communion of Chriſt*s Church, 
what need of the Word Difenters at all? Why 
mult they be Drfſenters deſpiſing religious Order 


and Government? Thoſe: who belong to the 


Eſtabliſhment, how much ſoever they deſpiſe 
religious Order and Government (and many 
juch it is known there are) may, as far as I can 
jee from the Words of the Trial, and the Ex- 
plication of the Remarker, be ſtill in the Com- 
munion of Chriſt Church notwithſtanding their 


deſpiſing. So that it ſeems it is not Mens being 


Deſpiſers, ſo much as their being Diſſenters, 
that makes them no Members of Chrifs 
Church; and if ſo, then not ſome Diſſenters 


only, but al of them muſt be concerned in 


the Paſſage; and thoſe who are not Deſpiſers, 
| as 


1 
„ 


in as well as thoſe. who are, muſt be ſolemnly. 
7 - #adjured by the Spirit of God to return to the = 
'- Communion of Chriſt's Church. I might add, E 
what Order and Government can it be that is 
faid to be deſpiſed? What Rulers that are con- 
ſidered as diſobeyed? Can it be thought that 
any other Order or Rulers are here meant than 
thoſe of the Church of England? Can a Clergy- 
man of the Epiſcopal Communion be ſuppoſed 
to cenſure Diſſenters, all, or any of them, 
tor diſobeying thoſe whom he believes to have 
no Right to rule? for deſpiſing that which 
be. ſuppoſes to be no warrantable Order and 
Government? No, the Remarker will tell us 
he cannot, if he be . ſuppoſed to {peak and Page 24; 
att agreeably to his Principles, Prof: Nons, and 
Obligations, But I need not uſe more Words, 
for this Writer himſelf plainly tells us (whe- 
ther he had Leave for this Explication I ſhall 
not enquire), The Author of the Trial did not page 15; 
„ avate Things when he wrote, that many a 
Diſſenter in England bath no Suſpicion of Mi 
take, nor Scruple of Conſcience, nor Appreben- 
ſion of Sin, in deſpiſing religious Order and Go- 
vernment, and aiſobeying thoſe that have the 
Rule over them, BV THE Laws OF THIS 
REALM. And if the Diſſenters whom the 
Trial intimates to be out of the Communion 
of Cbriſt's Church, be ſuch as deſpiſe the reli- 
gious Order and Government of the Church of 
England; ſuch as diſobey them that have the 
Rule over them by the Laws of this Realm, the 
Remarker, I am ſure, has aggravated Matters, 
whatever the Author of the Trial did, and 
: B quite 


Page 7. 


Page 6. 


Page 6. 


6 10 5 . 
quite demoliſhed his Defence of the Paragraph 
into the bargain : for he ſays in expreſs Words, 
The whole Body of the Diſſenters, all the Dif. 


ſenters in the Lump, and not many of them only, 


deſpiſe the religious Order and Government of 


| the Church of England. To this paſs do Men 


frequently reduce themſelves and their Cauſe, 
when they ſuffer their Zeal to run away. with 
their Judgment. 


T n1s Gentleman having thus decided the 
Matter againſt himſelf, I may have Leave to 
ſay that this is really the Caſe, that the Para- 
graph ſuppoſes there is a Departure or Separa- 
tion of the Diſſenters as ſuch from the Com- 
munion of ChriſPs Church; and inſinuates "that 
fome of thoſe who thus ſeparate themſelves may be 
(or more properly aſſerts that they are) ſo in- 
ſenſible of their Sin in ſo doing, as to have their 
Blood run chill or cold at the very Thought f 
joining themſelves (I take no Advantage of the 
Blunder here) o their Chriſtian Brethren, and 
continuing ſtedfaſt in their Doftrine, and Fellow- 
ſhip, and in breaking Bread with them, and in 
Prayer. If when he was contending that this 
was not the Meaning of the Paſſage, and that 
the Words are not 7 much as capable of this 
Senſe, this Interpretation appeared innocent to 


him (for he ſays, where is the Crime if this were 


really the Caſe), J ſhall not wonder if the 
Doctrine which in this Conſtruction it contains 
be henceforward one of this Author's Chriſtian 
Principles, now he has made it to be really the 


| Caſe by his own venerable Curatical Authority. 


By 


(171) 

By this Time, I am farisfied, it appears that 
the Author of the Trial owes but little Thanks 
to this Writer for the Defence he has made of 
the Paragraph. But if that Gentleman be not 
indebted to him, I am, and do here make 
him my Acknowledgments, in that he has ful- 
filled one Thing he undertook in his Title Page, 
viz. ſetting the Controverſy upon its right Foot. 


Bur the Remarker having taken Pains hi- 
therto about the State of the Controverſy to 
no other Purpoſe than to ſhow his uncommon 
Dexterity in Reaſoning, by reconciling both 
Parts of a Contradiction, or ſhewing that on- 
ly /ome of the Diſſenters are included in the 
Paragraph, and yet at the ſame Time they are 
all included ; it was Time for him to clear his 
Hands of a Point, which the longer he dwelt 
upon the worſe Work he was like to make of 
it, Therefore he is at length content to ſup- 


Poſe, as he ſays Mr M. contends, that ihe Page 8. 


Words in the Trial are of a doubiful Meaning, 
and may look like an Inſinuation, that the Dij= 
ſenters by ſeparating from, or not joining in 
Communion with the Church of England (which 
is a true and (as this Author, not Mr M. 
ſays) Apoſtolical Church, teaching and maintain- 
ing the Doctrine of Chriſt and his Apoſtles) have 
left the Communion of Chriſt's Church : and there- 
upon aſks, is this ſaying any more than bas been 


often ſaid, and (as 28 think) proved by others © 


B 2 THERE 
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Page 38. 


IS Te 


THERE is in this Paſſage a /mall Miſrepre- 
ſentation (the Remarker, perhaps, in the gentler 
Language the Man can uſe of thoſe he is 
pleaſed with, would call it an Inaccuracy) 
which I ſhall not at preſent take Notice of; 
becauſe I may produce, before -I have done, 
a pretty good Liſt of his Inaccuracies, and ſome 
of them much greater than this. But I would 
aſk this Writer, what does ſuch a Way of 
Reaſoning (if it deſerves to be ſo called) 
amount ro? And for what Purpoſe did he of- 
fer it? If he intended by it only to ſay, that 
the Author of the Trial, ſuppoſing him to 
have meant that the Diſſenters in general were 
out of the Communion of Chriſt's Church, 
faid no more than what others have laid. 
and ſome think, proved, and ſo he was not 
ſingular in the Matter, this is in Effect ſay ing 
nothing at all. Many have /aid, and, as they. 


0 


think, proved too, that the Church of Eng- 


land is no Church of Chriſt, but a Neſt of 
Schiſmaticks and Hereiicks, who have broke, 
themſelves off from Chriſtian Communion by 
departing from the Church of Rome, which 
calls herſelf an Apoſtolical Church with as 
much Affurance as the Church of England does. 
But the Church of Eugland does not therefore 
deſerve the Blame of Here/y, or Schiſin, in re- 
gard to the Church of Rome, becauſe that 
Church has endeavoured to faſten it on her. 
It is not therefore 20 Part of Chriſt's Church, 
becauſe Popiſo Writers have ſaid it is none. 
And the Remarker knows very well, that if 
it 


(13 ) 
it has been often ſaid, and, ſome think, proved 
that the Church of England is an Apoſtolical 
Church; it has on the other Hand been often 
ſaid, and, as ſome think, proved that it is in 
many Inſtances pretty remote from Apoſtolical 
Purity. I aſſure the Remarker, I am one of 
thoſe who think that this has been often and 
very plainly proved. But as he ſays he Hall Page 27. 
not go about to enquire whether the preſent Se- 
paration from the National Church, be chargeable 
with what the New Teſtament call by the Name 
of Schiſm, (which, I ſhould have thought, 
would have been the principal Buſineſs of any 
one who ſhould now take upon him to vindicate 
the Paragraph in the Trial) it is, I think, to 
but little Purpoſe that ſo many Quotations are 
crowded into the Margin relating to this 
Matter, unleſs it be to tell the World, what 
all the World knew before, viz. that there 
have been many, not only Curates of the 
Dioceſe of Canterbury, but Refors, Great 
Mens Chaplains, and Dienified Clergymen, who 
have called the Diſſenters Schiſmaticks, But 
the Remarker knows very well, that I could 
produce, on the other Hand, abundance of 
uotations from Men as wiſe and learned, 
who have ſaid, and, ſome think, proved, that 
the Schiſm does not lie on the Side of the 
Diſſenters, but of the Church of England. 


Bur 


Us) 


Bor, though this Writer will not obli e 


Page 27. me by entering himſelf into the Point which he 


repreſents me as very fond of debating, he is ſo 
kind however as to direct me where I may 
find ſaficient Scope for the exerciſe of my Pole- 
. mical Talent, and gratify that Iich of Diſputing 
with which he ſuppoſes me to be troubled. The 
beſt Thing he can do, ſays he, will be to give the 
World bis Thoughts on what bas been formerly 
publiſhed on the Subject of Schiſm, by ſome of the 
greateſt and moſt celebrated Divines of the Eſta- 
Je Church, who condemned the Separation as 
$chiſmatical, and whoſe Reaſons have never re- 
ceived an Anſwer, unleſs mere Evaſions are to 
paſs for ſolid Arguments. I recommend to him 
particularly the thorough examining and anſwer- 
ing the Collection of Caſes, &c. commonly called 
' the London Caſes ; which I the rather mention, 
becauſe the Authors of them are univerſally ac- 
knowledged to have been Gentlemen of good Senſe 
and ſedate Tempers ; and becauſe moſt of theſe 
admirable Diſcourſes have never had any Sort of 
Anfwver from the: Leaders of the Perſons for 
whoſe Satisfaftion they were written, It would 
be admirable indeed if the Clergy of the Eſta- 
bliſhment ſhould approve of the Separation ; 
and when they muſt think either themſelves or 
the Diſſenters to be blameable, any one would 
eaſily ſuppoſe where they would lay the Blame. 
And as for thoſe Diſcourſes the Remarker ſo 
much admires, ſeveral of them have been 
anſwered in Papers written directly againſt 
them, as he might have known if he had 
pleaſed ; 


( 15 * 
pleaſed; and, if a Book may be ſaid to be 
anſwered when the Arguments contained in it 
are ſhown to be inſufficient, the reſt have been 
 _ anſwered over and over. But if ſome great 
Geniuſſes are troubled with the Diſeaſe the Re- 
marker takes Notice of, ſome little ones, I per- | 
ceive, are not free from it; ; or elſe he would 
not have undertaken the Defence of a Para- 
graph which is undefenſible, and managed it in 
ſuch a Manner as to reduce himſelf to mani- 
feſt Contradictions, and leave the Matter in 


juſt the ſame bad Plight that he found it. 
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As this Writer will not concern himſelf with 
the Point of Schiſm, it would, I imagine, have 
been full as well if he had not concerned him- 
ſelf with any Thing that has the Appearance 
of Uncharitableneſs or Bitterneſs ; if he had not 
thrown out Inſinuations againſt Diſſenters in Page 16. 
the General, As where he would have the 
World look upon all Nonconformiſts to be 
alike, and to conceive /ittle or no Difference be- 
tween one Sort of them and another ; thoſe that 
call themſelves ſober, moderate, and charitable 
being (according to the Remarker) as bad, or 
little better, than the moſt unſober and uncba- 
ritable, If there be ſome among the Diſſen- 
ters who have treated their Brethren of the 
Eſtabliſnment in a Manner unbecoming the 
Rules of Decency, or any Laws of Chriſtia- 
nity, they are certainly liable to cenſure, and 
I ſhall not take upon my ſelf their Vindica- 
tion. But Nonconformity is ſurely never the 
worſe in ſelf, becauſe /ome nnn Page 18. 
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( 16 4 | 
at amiſs. And when this Author ſays, he 
could give many Inſtances from the late Writings 

F Bates. in which, though they contend for 
Charity and Moderation, they have ſhewn very 
little of theſe amiable Virtues towards the Engliſh 
Church and Cler y, be knows it would be eaſy 
for me to 9 Lg if I liked ſuch, Work. 
The Remarker himſelf, I am ſure, has given 


me 00 great Occaſion of Complaint in this 


Kind. 1 need not enlarge much on the In- 
ſtances he has thought fit to produce of the 
Liberty taken by Diſſenters with the Eſtabliſhed 
Church. The Preachers of the Sermons againſt. 
Popery at Salter's- Hall 1735, are abuſed by 
this Writer, when he ſays, that ſeveral of them. 
employed great Part of their Time in inſinuating 
at leaſt very ſevere Reflections on the Church of 
England. The moſt that this Gentleman him-. 
felf, who is acute enough at ſpying Faults in 
Diſſenters, can make of the ſevere Reflections 
he complains of is, that ſome of thoſe 
Preachers found Fault with the Church of 
England for its Impoſitions, This ſurely they 
might do without leaving, as this Writer ſays 
they did, both their Text and Subject, when it 
was the Deſign of thoſe Re to expoſe 
the Corruptions of the Church of Rome: for 
an impoſing Spirit is known to be one of thoſe 
Corruptions ; and according to the Meaſure in 
which an impoſing Power is claimed and exer- 
Ciſed, it is a Corruption in one Church as well 
as another, But, though this candid Gentle- 
man has nothing elſe to mention as a Charge 


againſt thoſe Preachers, bur their blaming the 
: — 


(17) 

Church for Imnpoſitions, yet he has taken care 

to add an Sc. to that Word, to make his 

EReader believe that he could have mentioned 
other Reflections if he had pleaſed, i. e. in Ef- 
fect, to lay the Preachers open to whatever 
ill Apprehenſions the prejudiced Reader may 
be willing to entertain of their Diſcourſes. I 
am ſure the Writer, by ibis very Fc. if there , 
were nothing elſe amiſs in the Paſſage, has | 
done greater Wrong to the Gentlemen concern- - 
ed in that Lecture, than they did to the Church 
of England in remonſtrating againſt Impaſi- | * 
tions. 


Bur the other Inſtance he produces gives him page 17. 
yet greater Offence, viz, a Paragraph in a Ser- 
mon preached laſt Year at Exeter before an A/- 
ſembly of the Miniſters of Devon and Cornwall, 

J am not much ſurprized to find the Remarker 
ſo angry as he is with this Paragraph; be- 
cauſe, if it be levelled againſt what and whom 
he ſuppoſes it to be, it will not be altogether 
ſo conſiſtent with the high Encomiums he gives 
the Eſtabliſhed Church, as a moſt excellent 
Conſtitution, and a Church that glories in A- 
Poſtolical Purity. But if this Paragraph be, as 
the Remarker terms it, wil! Rant, I can pro- 
duce him ſome Rant of pretty much the ſame 
Kind, from a Writer who was never yet, by 
any ſober Man, accuſed of ranting, even the 
celebrated Dr Barrow, The Goſpel-Kingdom, 
according to him, diſcountenances the Impoſition 
of all Laws and Precepts, befides thoſe which 
God hath enjoined, or. are neceſſary for Order and 


Edification ;, it diſclaims all worldly Power and 
| C Dominion, 
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CE 
Dominion, and is to be governed by Gentleneſs and 
Meekneſs, Argument and Perſuaſion. Whereas 
if it was a political Body, it muſt be the Reverſe 
of all this; it muſt be ſupported by Riches and 
Walth,. by Courts of Judicature and penal Laus: 
all which Things, he ſays, do much diſagree from 
the original Deſign of the Chriſtian Church, which 
is averſe from Pomp, doth reject Domination, does 
not require Craft, Wealth, or Force, io main- 
tain it; but did at firſt, and may ſubſiſt without 
any ſuch Means *. And now I aſk this Re- 
marker why the Aut bor of the Sermon may not 
juſtly take it ill to be accounted an Advocate for 
any Thing elſe but ſober and charitable Noncon- 
formity, when he has in Effect ſaid very little 
elſe but what the /ober and charitable Conformiſt 
Dr Barrow had ſaid before him; unleſs it be 
that he is glad to ſee ſuch Claims expoſed to 
Contempt which do not belong to the Kingdom 
of Chriſt, and that he earneſtly wiſhes for the 
Time when all thoſe Things ſhall be laid aſide 
in the Church, without which the Chriſtian 
Church did at firſt, and may ſtill ſubſiſt? _ 


Bur I will tell the Remarker what I mean 

by ſober and charitable” Nonconformity; and, I 
believe, he will not greatly diſlike it, becauſe. 

it 1s pretty much the ſame with what himſelf 

meant by it, It 1s then no other than this, 

Page 18. 4 peaceably refuſing to comply with what Men 
think in their Conſciences they ought not to 

comply with, after a ſerious Examination of the 

Terms of Communion ; preſerving ſtill a chari- 

table 


* Unity of the Church, pag. 292, 293. 


(19) 

table Thought of, and obſerving a charitable 
Behaviour to thoſe who, judging otherwiſe 
of Things than they do, comply with the 
Terms they diſlike. This is ſuch Nonconformity, 
as this Gentleman himſelf allows me to ſay, 
there is no one but muſt commend. For, ſays he, 
we are always to obey God rather than Men, 
and are to maintain the Peace of the Church only 
as much as lies in us, but we have no Liberty to 
fin for it. Every Chriſtian bas a ſacred and un- 
alienable Right to judge for himſelf, and to aft 
according to his own /udgment. We are not to 


give up Conſcience and Duty to God for any Church 


in the World. I will aſſure this Writer, that I 
deſire no better Principles than theſe upon 
which to juſtify my Nonconformity ; and up- 
on theſe Principles have I ever taught, and 
will ever teach, others to build their Noncon- 
formity; fo chat perhaps I may not, after all, 


be a Perſon ſo dangerous to the Peace and Page 24. 


Quiet of the Town in which I live, as this Au- 
thor, in his ſober.and charitable Spirit of Con- 
formity, 1s pleaſed to repreſent me. 


As for the firſt Nonconformiſts, or Puritans, 
mentioned by the Remarker, he knows that, 
according to his own Principles juſt now men- 
' tioned, their Practice is no Rule to 28, but we 
muſt a& according to the Judgment of our 
Minds in our preſent Circumſtances. And the 
Perſons he ſpeaks of, having been generally 
bred up in higher Notions of Church= Power 
than the preſent Diſſenters think vindicable, and 
unwilling, if poſſibly it could be avoided, to 


make a Rent in the Church, yielded in ſome 
2 Things 


. ( 20 

Things which were leaſt diſtaſtful: but when 3 
Complaints, Remonſtrances, © Petitions, and Con- 
ferences, had no Effect to procure Eaſe in the 

Points excepted againſt but the Spirit of Impo- 

ſition became more obſtinate, and Things grew 
worſe inſtead of better, it was then judged ne- 

ceſſary to bear a ſolemn and public Teſtimony 

; of their Diſlike to ſuch a Conſtitution by a 

ſtated Departure from it. And, whatever the Au- 

thor ſays concerning the Difference between the 

firſt and preſent Diſſenters, had they lived in our 

Times, and been in our Circumſtances, I make 
no Doubt but they would in general have act- 

ed in the ſame Manner that we do, as to the 
Separation from the Church of Exgland. 
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I aGREE with this Author likewiſe in his 

Pag. 19, Deſcription of Bigotry, though he ſays I ſeem 
20. to have entertained other Notions about it, and to 
| be exceſ/ruely fond of what | call the Cauſe of Li- 
1 bBerty. I frankly acknowledge that I am very 
=. fond of the Cauſe of Liberty, and that I think 


= it to be what every Proteſtant ought highly to 
4 value, and ſacredly to defend and preſerve. 
bt And yet this does not look (unleſs it be to ſuch 
bd uncommon Eyes as this Gentleman's) as F I 
1 thought Communion with a ghar wc Church 
7 were in the ſiriFeſt Senſe merely voluntary; or, 
* as he explains it, as if Chriſtians were left at 
bf Liberty to aft as their Humours, Inclinations, In- 
=_ tereſts, or Prejudices lead them. No; I plead for ; 
5 


3 


no ſuch Liberty as beſpeaks a Right to 3 
Mens Humours, Inclinations, or Intereſts, 
Matters of Religion; no ſuch Liberty as ar 
imply an Exemption from the Law of God, 
g Or 
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(21) 


45 or the Controul of Conſcience ; but ſuch a Li- 
berty as implies an Exemption from all human 
Juriſdiction over Conſcience ; a Right to judge 
tor themſelves in Matters of Religion, and to 
act according to the Conviction of their own 
Minds, though it be againſt never ſo many 
Eccleſiaſtical Deciſions, Conſtitutions, Laus, Ca- 
nons, Which have no greater than human Au- 
thority. 


Bur this Maſter of 1/rael thinks proper to 
call 'me to an Account, and that in a pretty 
angry Manner, for ſeveral Things in the Ma- 
nagement of the Controverſy in which I have 
incurred his Diſpleaſure ; and intimates broadly 
enough, that he reſents my having any Thing at 
all to do with it. Therefore, though I do not 
expect that all I can fay will be ſufficient to 
make my Peace with him; yet, becauſe he 
has pretty bountifully diſperſed his Reflections 
and Cenſures upon me, with regard to this 
Matter, in ſeveral Parts of his Book, and 
taken Care to paint Things out in the moſt 
odious Colours he can, I think it needful to 
ſtand up before the Publick in my own De- 
fence. And I deſire that nothing here written 
may be looked upon as proceeding: from Diſ- 
affection to either of the Gentlemen concerned 
in the Account ; but only as what the Re- 
marker, by endeavouring to expoſe and blacker 
me before the World, has made requiſite for 
me to ſay in my own Bchalt. 


TAE 


Page 13. 


i 


(ut) | 


TAE Sermon I referred to in my firſt Letter 
to the Author of the Trial, I had heard once 
before upon a Funeral Occaſion. ' It had then 


* 


Nothing in it concerning the Diſſenters; as, 


any Thing. The ſecond Time, the Time re- 
ferred to, that which concerned the Diſſenters 
was added, for a Reaſon offered by the 
Preacher; and therefore the Remarker, I 
think, does not ſo properly call it an incidental 
Thing. It could not be long after this Time 
that the Trial went to the Preſs; in which, 
when it came abroad, appeared the Reflection 
complained of. From ſuch a Coincidence of 
Things as this I thought my ſelf ſufficiently 
warranted to addreſs to the Writer of the Trial 
as I did, in Behalf ot merely of the Difſenters 
under my Care, but of the Body in general, 
whom I looked upon to be wronged. And, 
that the Remarker may know how to remark 
more juſtly for the Future, I am to tell him, 
that I did not take fire ſo immediately as he would 
repreſent it, upon hearing the Sermon: For, 
had I been ſo hot as he would perſwade his 
Readers to believe, I ſhould not have deferred 
taking Notice of 1t to the Preacher for ſome 
Months; when, if I had ſought an Oppor- 
tunity, as a Man well heated would have been 
likely to have done, I might have had it every 


Day. | 


indeed, the Subject would not well admit of 


Bur, 


(23) 


upon his private Application to the Author, had 


received ſo fair, ſo reaſonable, and charitable an 
Explanation of the Words which ſo much offended © 


him, why ſhould he not have reſted ſatisfied with 
it? I know not what will /atisfy this Writer. 
He can view Nothing that is done by me but 
through falſe Glaſſes. Had he been willing, 
he might have ſeen that I was /az:sfied with the 
Explication the Author had given of the Paſ- 
| ſage, or rather of his Meaning, as foon as I 
had received it; for I inſiſted no further upon 
that Point in which I had received Satisfaction. 


But, I ſuppoſe, by being /atisfied- he means not 
publiſhing it to the World; for he ſays, What Page 10. 


Pretence was there left for bis endeavouring to 
enter into a publick Controverſy with the Author ? 
I anſwer ; had the Affair been of a private or 
perſonal Nature there would have been no Rea- 
ſon for making it publick, nor ſhould it have 
been made ſo : But when that which gave Oc- 
caſion to the Debate was a Thing of a publick 
Nature, when it was conſidered and blamed as 
a Reflefiion upon a Body of Men, and made in 
a public Manner, and eſpecially as the Author 
had been called upon to retraf or ſupport it, 
(by which it is reaſonable to underſtand retract- 
ing or ſupporting in the ſame Manner in which 
it had been made) if the Author declined doing 
this, I had a Right to do it my ſelf; nor can 
I be ſuppoſed to have done him any Wrong 
in letting the World know, that his Meaning 


was not ſo bad as the Words naturally import. 


ANOTHER 


a 
'B UT, ſays the Remarker, when Mr M. Page 9. 9. 
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Page 33. 


(24) 

AnoTHER Thing for which, it ſeems, I 
muſt give an Account to this Magifterial Gen- 
tleman is, why I took ſo much of the Author 
of the Trials Letters (he ſhould have ſaid Lei- 
ter, it being the ſecond) into mine, This he 
charges upon me under the Notion. of publiſp- 
ing private Letters, inſinuating that I had acted 
herein contrary to Promiſe. To this Charge I 
anſwer, that I never knew, till informed by 
this Remarker, that a Man, engaged in an 
epiſtolary Debate, had not a Right to extract 
out of Letters he undertook to anſwer, what- 
ever Paſſages he thought fit to reflect upon. 
Nor did I ever hear that this was by any one 
called publiſhing private Letters. And, if I ex- 
ceeded in this Point the Meaſure the Remarker 


would have aſſigned me, I am ready to think, 
that before he comes to the End of theſe Pa- 


? 


pers, he will be inclined to quarrel with me 


again, for making /o many Extras out of his 
Pamphlet, which it will be zo great Honour to 
him for the World to ſee. | 


Bur the greateſt Charge is ſtill behind. 
Mr M. ſays the Remarker, has taken another 
Liberty with the Writer of the Trial inconſiſtent 
with the leaſt Degree of that Honour he declares . 
himſelf ready at all Times to render to his Cha- 
ratter and Abilities ; I mean, putting his Name 
to the Book when he bad not done it himſelf, But 
ſurely, it does not well conſiſt with that Can- 
dour and Charity this Curate ſometimes talks of, 
for the Man to be all Lenity on one Side, and 
all Severity on the other. Tho? this charitable 


Gentleman 


(25) 

Gentleman takes it upon him to cenſure me 
with as much Freedom as if he were acquaint- 
ed with my Heart, and knew perfectly the 
Springs and Views of my Actions, yet I de- 
clare I had not the leaſt Intention of doing 
Diſhonour to the Author of the Trial by ſet- 
ting his Name in the Title-Page; and I have as 
rightful a Claim to the Benefit of the Plea of 
1nadveriency, as that Gentleman had with re- 
gard to the Paſſage in the Trial: and therefore, 
by the Rule of Equity, the Remarker ought 
to make the ſame Allowance on one Side, which 
he is ſo forward to make on the other. The 
Truth is this. It did not once enter into my 
Thoughts, before the Publication, that any 
Perſon, even the Author of the Trial! himſelf, 
would be likely to lay Blame to me for ſet- 
ting his Name in my Pamphlet, fince the 
Thing was ſo generally known to be his; 
ſince he was no Ways backward to own it to 
any of his Acquaintance who aſked him; ſince 
the Clerk of the Pariſh, who, I have been told, 
had Copies to diſpoſe of, ſold them under the 
Name of that Gentleman; ſince the Bookſeller 
in London was not at all reſtrained from men- 
tioning the Author's Name, but did it with all 
Readineſs ; and ſince the Author himſelf, when 
I propoſed in a ſhort Letter the laying what 
had paſſed before the World, deſired a NVeigb- 
bour=Clergyman, whom he knew I ſometimes 
viſited, to let me know, that he did not con- 
ſent to the Publication of his Letters, but did 
not reſtrain me in any Thing elſe. I promiſed, 
and performed all that was aſked; and, had 
| D it 


Page 34. 


Page 34. 


6 
it been at that Time ſuggeſted to my Mind, 
that the Author of the Trial would think 1 
took an indecent Liberty in publiſhing his 
Name, I would as eaſily have yielded in that 


Point as in the other. But after all, if this was 


an Indecorum, nay, if it be ſuppoſed to have 
been done wilfully, and under that Notion, the 
Remarker ſhould have been the laſt Man in the 
World to tax me with it. The Rebuke would 
have come with a much better Grace from 
any other Quarter than from this worthy Cu- 
rate of the Dioceſe of Canterbury ; who, at the 
fame Time that he is /hraping me with ſuch Se- 
verity for ſetting the Author of the TriaPs 
Name in the Title of my Pamphlet, has not 
been aſhamed, in the Title of his Remarks, to 
ubliſh a manifeſt Calumny againſt me, as tho? 
I had caſt groundleſs Aſperſions and Reflections 
on the Author of the Trial; a Calumny fo viſi- 
ble to every one who reads the Account, that I 
am amazed the Remarker, how little ſoever 
he regards my Reputation, ſhould have no 
more Concern for bis own, than to ſend abroad 
ſuch a Slander. There are not many Exam- 
ples of this Kind I can plead in bis Favour. 
And I cannot forget, that when that Prelate, he 
refers to, thought himſelf abuſed by a certain 
Doctor, in much the fame Way this Curate has 
taken with me, he eſteemed it a vaſtly more 
criminal Thing than the publickly fixing a name- 
leſs Book upon a Man, and made loud LS SET 
of the Injuſtice done him. 


THE 


(27 


TAE PTE of the Remarks lays, in the 
Poſtſeript to his Letter, that he is ſenſible there 
are many Defetts, Redundancies, and Inaccura- 
cies in it; however, he'll truſt them to the Can- 
daur and Charity of the Reader, I have already 
taken Notice of ſeveral of his [naccuracies ; 

but J ſhall ao draw out a good Lift, And, I 
am perſwaded, ſome of 6 will appear to 'be 
of ſuch a Nature, as cannot paſs Muſter but 
with Perſons who are diſpoſed to believe all 
that this Curate ſays or writes; and will be 
thought excuſable by no Reader, but one who 


.is under the ſtrong Influence of Prejudice and 


Bigotry. And, to fave Time and Labour, I 
ſhall take them in the Order in which they lie 
in his Book. 


I sHALL but mention the Defe# or Inaccu- 
racy at the Beginning of the Remarker's Let- Page z. 


ter; a Defef? or Inaccuracy, I mean, in Point 


of Truth and Fuſtice, becauſe *tis the ſame I 


have already complained of in his Title-Page. 


Only I muſt be allowed to hold up before this 
Writer's Eyes a Paſſage with which ſuch Uſage Page 37. 
is not very conſiſtent; a Paſſage in which he 


intreats me to believe, that the Remarks he has 
made are not the Reſult of any Degree of Cenſori- 


ouſneſs or Uncharitableneſs, And I in my Turn 
intreat him to believe, that I ſhould be very un- 


willing to truſt ſuch a Man as be with my Re- 


putation, notwithſtanding theſe fair Words 


D 2 | W 


[ 


(48) 


We have no leſs than three or four of this 
Writer's Inaccuracies in Page 7, and two of 
them in one Period. Speaking of 'me he ſays, 
be knows the whole Body of the Diſſenters, &c. 
deſpiſe the religious Order and Government of the 


"Church of England. Whereas in Truth I know 


no ſuch Thing ; but, on the contrary, I know 
how to make a Diſtinction between deſpiſing 
and diſſiłking. But it happens unluckily for the 
Remarker, that he has here contradicted what 
himſelf had ſaid before, when vindicating the 
Paſſage in the Trial that was excepted againſt, 
as has been ſhown already, and ſo run into a 
ſecond Jnaccuracy. 


Ix the ſame Paragraph he ſays, that when 
I had allowed that many, among the ſeveral 
Denominations of Diſſenters, deſpiſe all reli- 
gious Order and Government (by the . he 
has taken care to wiredraw my Words) 1 af- 
terwards artfully endeavour to withdraw this 
Conceſſion, and would underſtand by it in another 
Place only the religious Order and Government of 
the Church of England. This too is miſrepre- 
ſented : for the Conceſſion was made at firſt in 
as large a Senſe as this Author pleaſes ; and 
it would be ſtrange indeed, if, among the va- 
rious Denominations of Diſſenters there ſhould 
be zone who are void of a Senſe of Religion, 
and of religious Order and Government in the 
general, Serious Diſſenters would be glad to 
ſee ſuch a State of Things among them in 
which this was not the Caſe; but it is ſcarce 
to 


(29) 

to be expected. Nor was this Conceſſion ever 
withdrawn ; it was only ſuggeſted tothe Writer 
of the Trial, who firſt uſed the Expreſſion, 

| that I ſuppoſed he meant by it in the Para- 

E graph the Order, &c. of the Church of En- 
gland. And, if be has not ſaid that that was 
his Meaning, the Remarker has thus explained Page 17; 
it for him. 


I x the ſame Page he roundly aſſerts, that I 
conſider the Quakers as Members of the Church 
of Chriſt : Whereas the Truth is, I neither af- 
firmed nor denied them to be ſo; and this a 

Man of very moderate Capacities could hardly 
avoid ſeeing. What I ſaid was to this Effect, 
that I thought it might with as much Reaſon 
be allowed, that the 2uakers are in the Com- 
munion of Chriſt's Church, as that the Papiſts 
are ſo, concerning which latter (the Papiſts) 
many Writers of the Church of England have 
contended that they are not to be excluded. 

And if this Aſſertion happen to offend the Cu- 
rate I cannot help it. 


Iv the next Page the Remarker ſays, Page 8. 
Mr M. contends that the Words in the Trial are 
of a doubiful Meaning ; whereas I contended on 
the other Hand, that the Senſe of the Vords 
is not at all doubtful, but that the Inference I 
drew from them is what they naturally import. 
Thus again a Witticiſim of his in the gth Page 
is demoliſhed ; and this Writer contends to no 
other Purpoſe than to make himſelf ridiculous. 
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formity. 


Page 18. be ſatisfied in the Lazwfulneſs of it, 


e. 
are truly Chriſtians to be ſuch; 


(30) 


Hz ö it can proceed * Nathing 1 but 
an high Degree of Bigotry and Prejudice in Diſ- 
ſenters to think with Auer ſion of returning into 
the Communion of the Church of England. No 
wonder this Author perſwades the World in 
another Place, that al/ Nonconformiſts are a- 
like, and that ſober and moderate is pretty much 
the ſame with · anſober and immoderate Noncon- 


A rare Sample this of our Author's 


Judgment, or Charity, or both\! This is the 


. Gentleman who puts others in Mind that they 
know not what Manner of Spirit they are of. 


But if he will allow that there are any conſide- 
rate and conſcientious Diſſenters (and this when 
he is out of his Paſſion you may perſwade him 
to grant) I tell him, that ſuch Perſons think 
with Averſion of returning into the Church of 
England through ſomething elſe and beiter than 
— and Prejudice, even becauſe they cannot 
and they 
are not to give up Conſcience and Duty to God 
or any Church in the World: fo =_ our Au- 
thor himſelf, though at the Expence of a Con- 
tradiction, will bear them harmleſs, '-But pal- 
pable "Contradictions are no ſtrange Things 
with this Writer. I wiſh he would a little 


reflect how conſiſtent the Paſſage I am now 


conſidering is with what himſelf ſays in another 
It is our Duty to acknowledge all who 
to conſider and 
treat them as Brethren, and to practiſe every In- 
france of Humanity and Charity towards ibem; 
never for the Sake of any religious Differences to 

preſume 


7 


1 
preſume to cenſure and condemn them, Had the 
Writer been under the Influence of theſe Rules, 
he would not have dipt his Pen in Galt fo 
often as he has done, in the writing this Bitte 
4 Snapper wn in 


Tufs Writer runs into another Inaccuracy 
in the next Page, where he'fays, I acknowledge Page 10. 
I was ſatisfied from the Beginning that the Au- 


| thor of the Trial had no ſuch Meaning as I 


charge upon his Words. For the Accuracy of 
of this Repreſentation I need only refer to my 
firſt Letter to that Gentleman. I was indeed 
well enough ſatisfied, that by the Church of 
Chrift the Author meant the Church of En- 
gland; but whether the Term was uſed in an 
appropriating and exclufive Senſe or not, exclu- 


ive I mean of the Diſſenters, was the Point I 


wanted to be ſatisfied in, and to that End wrote 
to the Author. And this Gentleman ' might 
have conſidered that there is ſome Difference 
between faying, I did not expect the Writer 
of the Trial would abide by (i. e. eſpouſe and 
defend, whether in Writing or Print) the Conſe- 
quence which followed from his Words, and 


ſaying, I was ſatisfied be had no ſuch Meaning; 
> for a Man may not think fit publickly to de- 
7 fend every Principle he may inwardly be- 
4 lieve. 
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Page 11. 


Pag. 20, 


Ee. 


if it had come from any 


| (32) 
I the next Page he 1 that Lone the 


. Author of the Trial had, in a frank and ingenuous 


Manuer, removed the Uncertainty as to his Mean- 
ing, and loudly exclaims againſt me, that after 
this I attempted to expoſe the Author in print, 


and ſet his Neighbours and Pariſhioners againſt 


bim, that his preaching may be vain, and their 
Faith alſo vain. But I hope and believe, that 
that Gentleman's preaching will never be ſo vain 
as his Curate's Writing is; and do ſincerely de- 
clare, that I am ſo far from deſiring the leaſt 
Prejudice to him, that I ſhall Heartily rejoice in 
the Succeſs of his, or any other Clergyman's En- 
deavours to reform Mankind, and to promote 
the Faith and Practice of the Goſpel. How-. 
ever, the Remarker has no Ground to ſay that 
I own the Author of the Trial bad in a frank 
and ingenuous Manner, removed the Uncertainty 
as to his Meaning. I no where ſaid this, but 
rather complained on the contrary that he was 
backward to declare himſelf, and that it was 
drawn from him -with Difficulty. The Re- 
marker having quoted a Paſſage in my third 
Letter, which he would have liked well enough 
Body but me, he 
makes this candid Reflection on it; ibis Obſer- 
"walion ſeems to have been made for the Sake of 
mentioning a Period in our Engliſh Hiſtory, 
when Diſſenters are ſaid to have been branded 
with Marks of Infamy ; when Mobs and Riots 
were raiſed to aſſault their Perſons, and demoliſh 
their Places of Worſhip ; and he adds, that this 
Kage was ſtirred up in great 9 by the 
3 


* Fy | 
MF: 


ek 


Influence. of the Clergy, with whom it was theh 


faſalonable to pour out Invectives againſt the Sec-, 


taries,..0r,, as the Phraſe at that Time was, the 


Fanaticks. Why have I not as good a Right | 


to ſay, that bis Remark ſeems to have been made 

for the Sake of giving me an idle Challenge to 
prove a Thing which every Body knows al- 
ready? of making a long Exclamation againſt 
the Gppreſſions ſuffered by the Clergy and other 
Royaliſis in the Time of the Civil Wars and 
Common-Wealth, in which I am not at all con- 
cerned, but had indeed ſpoken of them as ſad 


Effects of violent Animoſities, which I ſhall 
never take upon me to defend? and of ini 


nuating an Aſperſion upon me, that, whereas 
the Place of my preſent abode was quiet and 


peaceable during the Period above-mentioned, 


and continued in that State till I came thither, 


I either have, broken the Peace of it, or am 


likely ſo to do? This is Candour and Charity 


with a Vengeance. What gave Occaſion to the 


Obſervation this Writer refers to will plainly 
appear to any one who reads the Paragraph in 
my third Leiter; as likewiſe the Trial, in thoſe 
Pages- particularly which I have there referred 
to; therefore E need not ſay any Thing on 
that Point, But for this Author to challenge me 
to prove that it was faſhionable with the Clergy, 
at the Period referred to, to pour out Invectives 
againſt the Fanaticks, is ſuch a Piece of Quixo- 
tiſm as I could by no Means have expected; e- 
ſpecially from a Perſon who, as may be collect- 
ed from his Way of Writing, was at that Time 
of Taltiviens Randing 1 in the World to be an Ob- 
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Page 22. 


Page 24. 


(34) 

© ſerver of publick Occurrences 3 and a Perſon 
zoo who has given me ſufficient Occaſion to re- 
tort, by aſſerting the ſame Tbing, in the very 


next Page, of the Preſbyterian Miniſters to- 


wards the Epiſcopalians, in the Period he is 


there writing about. —But the Inhabitants of 
Maidſtone beard nothing all that while of Diſſen- 
ters branded with Marks of Infamy. If ſo, they 
were quiet indeed, as quiet as Men in a deep 
Sleep; and they had a long Nap of it zoo, if 
they did not once awake all the Time the Schi/m- 


Bill was preparing and paſſing. But not to 


dwell upon ſuch idle Stuff——1I can't however 
paſs over one Thing the Author has given Oc- 
caſion, under this Remark, to take notice of, 
viz, What Notion he ſeems to have formed of 
peaceable Nonconformity ; or what he would have 
the World expect from a Diſſenting Miniſter, 
to entitle him to the Character of a peaceable 
Man; viz. That he ſhould make 20 Reply to 
any ching the Clergy may think fit to ſay or print 
againſt Diſſenters, but ſuffer the Cauſe and Peo- 
ple he has join'd himſelf to, to be treated ixju- 
riouſiy without defending them. This Liberty 
which he ſeems inclined to compliment himſelf 
and his Brethren with, may properly enough be 
called Licentiouſneſs, the Name which the Re- 
marker, by a Figure called Redundancy, or Im- 
pertinence, beſtows. upon the * he would 
make me to contend for. 


Tre next Remark is near about as accurate 
as thoſe that have gone before ; where he ſays, 
Mr M, labours a Point, for which the Author of 

the 


3 3 
the Trial gave bim no great Occaſion; and that is, 
to prove that thoſe of the Preſbyterian Perſuaſion 


are to be included under the general Name of Diſ- 


ſenlers, in the Paragraph ſo often mentioned. I 
ſhould have taken no Notice of this, becauſe 
the Occaſion, whether great or little, is apparent 
to every one that reads my ſecond Letter; but 
only to ſhow what diſmal! Work the Remarker 


makes oſ it, whether he engages in Defence of 


a Friend, or the Attack of an Adverſary. Sure- 


ly no one would deſire ſuch a Man for his Vin- 


dicator, who inſtead of defending him, would 
rather make his Cauſe appear altogether indefen- 
ſible. And thus this Remarker does, when 
he tells the World, that tho' the Writer of the 
Trial had faid, that the Preſbyterians are not once 
mentioned in it, (which if it meant any thing 
was an Inſinuation that they were not intended) 
it does not follow be muſt ſay, that none of the 
Preſbyterians were intended, No doubt (ſays 
this admirable Vindicator of the Author of the 
Trial from Mr M.'s groundleſs Aſperſions and 
Reflections) he ſuppoſed ſome among them, as well 
as among others, were involved in the Charge, I 
doubted of this no more than the Remarker does; 
and therefore called the Plza offered in Regard 
to the Preſbyterians, by the Name of Colluſion 
and Artifice, This, Iam ſure, was one of the 
wor Aſperſions or Reflections caſt upon that 
Gentleman in the Courſe of my Letters. Bur, 
be it as bad as it will, the Remarker is my 
Voucher that it was not groundleſs, An acute 
Diſputant this, who does not know his Friends 
from his Foes; and inſtead of wiping off Re- 
| | E 2 fections 
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Page 30. 


(36) 
flefions and Aſperſi ons, | takes Pains to Wo then 
0s thicker. ; K 01 


A 
% 5 


| 1g 3 Remark in the next Para- 


graph had been quite ſpoil'd if he had quoted 
me fairly. 


I had ſaid, that if the Author of 
the Trial, by the Plea juſt now mentioned- in; 
Regard to the Preſbyterians, meant that they, 
were really none of the Diſſenters whom the 
Spirit of God adjured to return to the Com- 
munion of Chriſt's Church, (by which I knew 
he meant the Church of England ) if they were 
not, in ſhort, any of the Diſſenters referred to 
in the Trial, this would furniſb them with ſome- 
what of a Reply, if &c. I would not have the. 
Remarker think I take Authorities for Argu- 


ments; and therefore I worded my ſelf in the 


Manner mentioned, ſomewhat of a Reply; what 
Reply I intended, this Gentleman S Sagacity 
perhaps may find out. But in the mean while 
there was no Room, if he had juſtly quoted the 
Words, for the Reflection he makes upon 
them 3 the Reply furniſhed by this Conceſſion will 
bp no more valid than their other Arguments. 


 AxoTHERs of the Remarker's [naccuracies 


is a worthy Piece of Apocryphal Hiſtory, which 


tho? he dare not aſſert as Fact, he endeavours 
ra make the World believe it !rue and genuine. 
Yaen theje Leiter, (i. e. the Author of the Tri- 
ai's) came to Mr M.”s Hands, the fir Uſe he is 
/aid to make of them was, to run about the Town 
triflingly aud childiſhly reading both them and his 
an, to ſuch of ts aſh and Acquaintance as 

thought 


o 


"> 


w $  W.z EE is 4 
. your % — at 
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ing. To this tis enough to reply 


ds ry 


(350 


f 1 15 © IRE 2 „ Pave SLOOI FIFCA . erg N 0 | OI 
thought it worth their while to give Bim the Hear- 


that 2 cer- 


tain Clergyman of the Dioceſe of Canterbury, 
whether Curate, Vicar, or Rector, it matters 


* 


not, lately publiſped the Hiſtory and Antiqhities of 
4 Town in that Dioceſe which' was bis "Native 


Place. Now if this Clergyman had read his 


Copy or any Chapters of it, in Manuſcript, to 
ons or: 1ο particular Friends, whoſe Know- 


ledge or Judgment he thought might be of 


- 


= 


ſome Uſe to him on that Occaſion,” would it 
have been conſiſtent with any. Rüles of Hs. 
nour, Iungenuiy, Truth,” or Juſtice,” to report to 
the World, that he had run about, triflingly 
and childiſhly reading his Papers 10 ſuch of bis 
Friend and Acquaintance as thought” it worth 
their "4obile to give bim the Hearing? But this 
Writer is all of 4 Piece; and, had Ia Mind to 
borrow an Hint from him, I might defy al- 
moſt any Diſputant, above the Dregs and Scum 
of the Vulgar, to bebave worſe to his Adver- 
ſary than this ſober and charitable Conformiſt has 
done to ne. 


Tre next Thing that comes in my Way, 


is what I hardly know whether it may be beſt. 


called an Inaccuracy, or a Redundancy : how- 
ever, it is a very delicate Flower, and the Re- 
marker, I dare ſay, would greatly repine at 


the Loſs of it. He ſuppoſes I could not ſa- Page 31. 


tisfy. my ſelf, nor perhaps ſome of my Admirers, 
without ERECTING my e into an Author ; 


which is juſt as accurate as though any one 


ſhould ſay, that this Gentleman ERECTED 


himſelf 
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| binfelf into an Aurbor . Bu * wrote theſe his 
Ree though he had. publiſhed Remarks 
aboye. . Tears before. "Y IT EET 


en ad SR BE, 8 | 

Br, to have done with ſuch Work v which 
Lam: quite: tired of; this Remanker makes me 
to have uſed a Word, which every one who 
will may ſee was not mize, but complained of 
as ſet down, by the Author of the Trial inſtead 

that which was uſed by me. Aſter all this, 

which. appears: in the Accouut as plain as the 
5 4 has che modeſt Aſſurance to ſay I do 
(in bi 0298, KY Heating) Nane _ 
expels Wee. ber] 


311 


n Iogtances I _ produced Wo thee Re: 
marker's Talent at miſrepreſenting and abuſing, 
are ſo many Exemplifications of one of his 
. own Remarks, uiz. that the. Zealpts of all Par- 
ties, haue gal a ſcurvy., Trick ef doing ny foul: 
and unbecoming Things for the Truth. I never: 
knew till now 8 M. ;/repreſentations, « Calum. 
nies, abuſrve Inſinuations, and Reflections, were 
the Way to do Service to Truth, or Religion, to 
Peace, Unity, or Order; and if theſe were, in- 
deed, the Means to ſupport that Proteſtant 
Church, which, he ſays, is the Glory and Bul- 
wark of the Reformation, I am ſure it would 
be but a very poor Proof of it's Excellency; 
and thoſe Perſons would be ſufficiently juſti- 
fied who ſhould de/pije the religious Order and 
Government thereof, and look upon it as not 
Worth ſupporting, ie” 
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AnD now I take Leave of this matchle(s An- 
4 and promiſe him, on my "Honour, he 
never catch me entering the Lifts with - 

m again, till he has learnt to uſe Weapons $77 
more becoming a Gentleman, a 9 ang * + — 
— Minſter. 
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